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Remarks 



Applicant has carefully reviewed the application in light of the December 11, 2008 Office 
Action. Claims 1-41 are currently pending. To advance prosecution, Applicant has amended 
claims 1, 21, 29, and 36, and 41 to clarify the subject matter captured thereby. For at least the 
reasons presented below, Applicant submits that the currently pending claims are in condition for 
allowance. Applicant therefore requests favorable action for this case. 

Allowability of Claims 

The Examiner indicates that claims 1-20, 29-35, and 41 are allowable. Detailed Action J 
5. Applicant thanks the Examiner for this finding. 

Section 101 Rejections 

The Examiner rejects claim 21-28 and 36-40 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the claims 
are directed to non-statutory subject matter. Detailed Action 1 4. In particular, the Examiner 
asserts that a machine readable medium may be a signal. Id. Applicant disagrees. 

Applicant has amended claims 21 and 36, the independent claims of the rejected sets, to 
clarify that the machine-readable medium is physical, as opposed to a signal. This is supported 
by the specification, which teaches that "the term 'machine-readable medium' refers to any 
computer program product, apparatus and/or device (e.g., magnetic discs, optical disks, memory, 
Programmable Logic Devices (PLDs)) used to provide machine instructions and/or information 
to a programmable processor, including a machine-readable medium that receives machine 
instructions as a machine-readable signal." U 89. Moreover, the specification merely indicates 
that a machine-readable medium can receive a machine-readable signal, not that it may be a 
machine-readable signal. Thus, the machine-readable medium should not be read as a signal. 
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Conclusion 



Applicant submits that a good faith effort has been made to advance the prosecution of 
this application and that the application is allowable over the rejections expressed in the Office 
Action. Applicant therefore requests favorable action for this case. If, however, any issues exist 
that may be advanced by telephone conference, Applicant requests that the Examiner contact its 
below-listed attorney. 

Applicant believes that all of the Examiner's objections and rejections to the application 
have been addressed. Thus, Applicant's failure to address any objection or rejection should not 
be taken as acquiescence to any finding of the Examiner. Moreover, Applicant's arguments 
herein against the Examiner's findings should not be construed as Applicant's only basis for 
countering the findings. Applicant has made these arguments to illustrate the errors in the 
Examiner's findings and to expeditiously move the case forward. 

No adjustment in fees is believed to be required by this paper. If, however, Applicant is 
mistaken, please apply any other charges or credits to deposit account 06-1050. 
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